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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 

12) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)KI All b)Q Some * c)Q None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 11/13/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in light of new grounds of rejection. Regarding the Applicant's argument that there 
exists no motivation to combine the references, the Examiner recognizes that 
references cannot be arbitrarily combined and that there must be some reason why one 
skill in the art would be motivated to make the proposed combination of primary and 
secondary references. In re Nomiya, 184 USPQ 607 (CCPA 1975). However, there is 
no requirement that a motivation to make the modification be expressly articulated. The 
test for combining references is what the combination of disclosures taken as a whole 
would suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re McLaughlin, 170 USPQ 209 
(CCPA 1971). References are evaluated by what they suggest to one versed in the art, 
rather than by their specific disclosures. In re Bozek, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA) 1969. 
Additionally, the Applicant has provided no reason as to why the references lack 
motivation to combine. In this case, technological advancements such as touch screen 
monitors, and distinct IP addresses are features modified on control systems of many 
types, not just air conditioning controls, due to their obviously advantageous ability to 
increase efficiency and ease of use. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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3. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 30 recites the limitation "wherein the dragging comprises" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating , 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 16, 19-20, 27 and 30 are.rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
anticipated by Brown, Jr. et al. (US 5,761,083) in view of Li et al. (US 2002/0076939). 
Brown, Jr. et al. explicitly teach the method and apparatus of a central control system 
for controlling air conditioners (10), comprising a plurality of air conditioners (col. 3, lines 
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38-53), a central controller (18) that receives a control command to control the air 
conditioners (col. 3, lines 38-44), that monitors the operating states of the controlled air 
conditioners (col. 4, lines 38-42), that automatically schedules control signals so that 
time intervals between operation of the air conditioners can be adjusted to manage 
electric power consumption and that outputs the scheduled control signals to the air 
conditioners (col. 4, lines 25-53), an internet protocol sharer connected to the central 
controller that performs an integrated management operation for the internet protocol 
addresses assigned to the air conditioners (col. 4, lines 25-34), a control command and 
control program, a module transmitting control command 'to the air conditioners, 
managing a time schedule to adjust the air conditioners and globally controlling the 
modules (Figure 2), and the control program being executed so that a timetable in which 
the operation schedule for the air conditioners corresponding to a specified period can 
be displayed on the monitor (col. 5, lines 14-20). Brown, Jr. et al. fail to explicitly teach a 
touch screen-based monitor configured to input the control command through a screen 
touch operation, the control program being executed so that a timetable in which the 
operation schedule for the air conditioners corresponding to a specified period can be 
displayed on the monitor, the timetable having a number of cells, the control program 
converting colors of selected cells so that the cells selected to input the operation 
schedule for the air conditioners can be distinguished from non-selected cells, and the 
selected cells distinguished by the colors can be displayed. Li et al. explicitly teach a 
control system having a touch screen-based monitor (paragraph 0033) configured to 
input the control command through a screen touch operation (paragraph 0033), and the 
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control program converting colors of selected cells so that the cells selected to input the 
operation schedule for the air conditioners can be distinguished from non-selected cells, 
and the selected cells distinguished by the colors can be displayed (paragraph 0033). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the air conditioning control system of Brown, Jr. et al. with the control 
characteristics of Li et al. because these features provide an advantageously user- 
friendly interface, thus increasing efficiency. 

8. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown, Jr. et al. (US 5,761 ,083) in view of Li et al. (US 2002/0076939) in further 
view of Kikuchi et al. (US 2003/0070438). Brown, Jr. et al. and Li et al. explicitly teach 
the elements of the present invention as described above, but fail to teach the air 
conditioners connected on an internal network and assigned to different IP addresses. 
Kikuchi et al. explicitly teach air conditioners connected on an internal network 
(paragraph 0008, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the air conditioner control system as 
taught by Brown, Jr. et al. and Li et al. with the internal network as taught by Kikuchi et 
al. since utilizing an internal network increases advantageously increases efficiency and 
speed of controlling a system. 

Regarding the use of separate IP addresses, one of ordinary skill in the computer 
art would have known to use separate IP addresses to efficiently isolate and distinguish 
one air conditioner from another. 
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9. Claims 21-22, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown, Jr. et al. (US 5,761 ,083) in view of Li et al. (US 2002/0076939) in further 
view of Kline et al. (US 6,241 ,156). Brown, Jr. et al. and Li et al. explicitly teach the 
elements of the present invention as described above, but fail to teach a client manager 
providing a web page to remotely control the air conditioners, and a database storing 
data. Kline et al. explicitly teach a client manager providing a web page to remotely 
control air conditioners (col. 3, lines 1-20) and a database storing data (col. 9, lines 1-6). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the air conditioner control system as taught by Brown, Jr. et al. 
and Li et al. with the web page control as taught by Kline et al. since the internet 
provides a user friendly, aesthetically pleasing means of remote control. 

10. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown, 
Jr. et al. (US 5,761 ,083) in view of Li et al. (US 2002/0076939) in further view of Soh 
(US 2002/0115435). Brown, Jr. et al. and Li et al. explicitly teach the elements of the 
present invention as described above, but fail to teach dragging cells on a monitor. Soh 
explicitly teaches a touch screen based control system featuring the ability to drag cells 
on a monitor (paragraph 0032). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the air conditioning control system of 
Brown, Jr. et al. and Li et al. with the control features of Soh since drag and drop 
features advantageously provide a user-friendly interface, thus increasing efficiency. 
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Conclusion 



1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to B. Clayton McCraw whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3665. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

1 2. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cheryl Tyler can be reached on (571) 272-4834. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

1 3. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





